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"Barefoot Sanders, Ramsey Clark, and the Dallas Invasion 
of Washington: The Later Coverup of the Medical Evidence." \ 

• C By Harrison E. Livingstone c 1996 - 




The place of origin or longtime residence of figures in the JFK case may or may not 
be significant. Texans are suspect due to the probabilities that the conspiracy had its origin 
in Texas. There is a pattern of not just Texans moving to Washington for high positions in 
the Johnson administration after the assassination of John Kennedy, but those from Dallas 
itself. I'm not proposing guilt by association with Texas, but what can we read from this when 
there was enough money in Dallas/Fort Worth to buy or coerce anyone? 

Johnson's ranch was near Austin, yet his primary support before the assassination had 
its base in the Dallas/Fort Worth area, both politically and financially, though not with the 
voters. One of his chief political backers in Dallas was United States Attorney Barefoot 
Sanders. Barefoot (a family name) Sanders was credentialed as a liberal Democrat, and if 
anything, acted as a brake on the more conservative and radical elements in his city. 

Sanders drove Judge Sarah Hughes to Love Field to go to Kennedy's funeral in 
Washington. She had sworn in Johnson on the plane shortly after the assassination. Soon 
more than 90 witnesses were making statements to the Warren Commission in Dallas, and 
many of these testified in Sander's office. Some complained that their testimony was altered. 

Sanders still in Dallas, began playing a r61e in the investigation early. Leon Hubert 
of the Warren Commission wrote a memo to Rankin, May 11, 1964, saying that "I spoke to 
Mr. Barefoot Sanders only casually... Sanders took occasion to say to me that he had a great 
deal of concern about the publication of some of the depositions. He had reference to those 
in which the witnesses being deposed made derogatory statements against other people and 
particularly those police officers who criticized their superiors. He told me that there was 
concern in Dallas about these matters." 1 

Sanders was involved on the edges of the trial of Jack Ruby in Dallas, and as U.S. 
Attorney there, looked after the interests of the FBI. The FBI had generated various reports 
on witnesses, and a long report by Dallas FBI agent Manning Clements (17 January, 1964). 
It was decided that these reports would be made available to Dallas D.A. Henry Wade, and 
"requested that Sanders exhibit the reports to Wade so he can (I.D.) the information which 
would be of value. Such information will probably be made available to him by the 
Department. Sanders will retain possession of the reports in his office at all times." 2 The 
FBI gave Sanders 18 reports which had been given to Herbert Miller who censored them. 3 
They removed the records of the Bank of Dallas with regard to Ruby's finances. 4 For an 
extensive list of what else was deleted, see Rosen's memo to Belmont, January 22, 1964. 5 
Sanders also called Hubert at the WC to say that Judge Joe Brown wanted to testify, but 
they did not want him. 6 - V 

On June 9, 1964, Sanders wrote Rankin and included the Dillard photo of the curb. 
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Dillard told him that "it looked like a piece of lead had struck it" 7 On July 10, 1964, a Rudy 
Brenk or (Bronk) brought him a film of the assassination (or so he wrote) and he wrote 
Howard Willens of the Warren Commission about it the same day. 8 

Sanders filled William Manchester in on Dallas for his book, and Manchester 
conducted a long interview with Sanders on 22 September, 1964. He noted that in 1960, 
Sanders "headed up the Kennedy-Johnson campaign in Dallas County. At the time of the 
assassination, I was the ranking justice department officer here. I got very involved in the 
Kennedy trip. I knew about it a month or so in advance. I was trying to help on the plans 
and to figure out what kind of occasion it should be and who would be invited. There was 
much bitterness about who was and who was not invited to the Trade Mart. The citizens 
council was the moving force-Connally was behind that.... They envisaged this as a luncheon 

where business men would come The real driving force was the citizens council. It was an 

invitation-only affair. The basic problem was the people who had worked for Kennedy in 
1960 were not invited. There was just the token representation of Negroes and labor leaders. 
There were about one hundred people here who had really worked hard for Kennedy and 
as the thing was originally set up they were not going to get the opportunity to see the 
President.... I was getting all sorts of outraged phone calls from people who had been active 
in the 1960 campaign, and there was a good deal of anguish on my part. Feeling was that 
the President was going to eat lunch with Republicans but Democrats were not going to see 
him.... Then I thought of Kennedy stopping downtown, but Jerry Bruno vetoed that. The 
Secret Service was originally opposed to the Trade Mart, so the motorcade was really all that 
was left, the motorcade was on and off- finally, just a few days before the Dallas visit, it was 
decided to have a motorcade. A guy from the Agricultural Department was among the 
advance people." According to Sanders, the motorcade decision was finally made on 
November 19 when LBJ was in Dallas ("Because Cliff Carter had a business interest in 7- 
Up"). They were at the bottlers convention, as was Richard Nixon. 

"The business people here in Dallas were scared stiff of an incident— they were scared 
stiff; that's why the Trade mart luncheon was to be exclusive. 

"The Dallas Morning News was the focal point of the bitterness toward Kennedy. Also 
the business community, but not speaking out... contributed to the climate.... The Times 
Herald had turned down that ad that was in the Dallas News. I thought the Dallas News ad 
was a disgrace.... I served in the legislature for 6 years and I was considered unusual to be 
from Dallas because I was moderate. Great emphasis on conformity is placed here. Many 
high school football games went on as scheduled in Texas on Friday November 22nd under 
floodlights...." Sanders told Manchester that on 2:15 Sunday morning the FBI got an 
anonymous call that Oswald might be killed when being moved from the jail. "This was 
relayed to the sheriffs office in to the police. The FBI privately urged that Oswald be moved 
at 3 a.m...." ,.r 

Sanders noted that the Kennedy/Johnson ticket lost badly in 1960 in Dallas County 
and "President Kennedy never would have carried Dallas." 9 

Speaking over the phone on September 26, 1964, Sanders gave Manchester a run 
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down on various people from Ted Dealey, A. C. Greene, and Congressman Jim Wright. 10 

With regard to the trial of Ruby, there was a venue hearing in February, 1964, and 
FBI Dallas teletyped Washington that "All afternoon witnesses except Sanders and Walker 
-indicated they did not believe Ruby could get fair trial in Dallas. Sanders said he spoke for 
self and not as representative of Federal Government, that in his opinion there would be less 
difficulty in getting unbiased juiy outside Dallas, but that an unprejudiced juiy might possibly 
be formed here." 11 

Madeleine Brown reported to me that Sanders recommended that Kennedy not come 
to Dallas because of the incidents against Adlai Stevenson. In her manuscript, Texas In The 
Morning , she quotes an acquaintance as saying "Barefoot Sanders has told him to scrub the 
Dallas visit-the climate ain't good here," and also states that Congressman Henry Gonzalez 
told them they should not come to Dallas. 

Sanders set aside an agreement between the Texas Attorney General's office and the 
Warren Commission for a joint investigation which would share all interviews with Texas, 
and Rankin explained that there was nothing he could do, as Sanders had the power. 12 I'm 
sure Sanders did not make this decision on his own. 

Sanders represented or advised and accompanied FBI agents A1 Manning and 
Manning Clements to Judge Joe Brown's hearings in the prosecution of Ruby by the State 
of Texas. The FBI (Malley) had advised the agents, who had interviewed Ruby after he shot 
Oswald, not to reveal the contents of the interview, which the defense wished to bring out 
in order to show a lack of premeditation on Ruby's part. Sanders wrote, "I told Shanklin that 
in my judgement we could not pick and choose the questions to be answered but would have 
to take a consistent position which in view of Malay's instructions would be to invoke the 
privilege under Order 260-62," Sanders told Wade and Alexander, the D.A.S, that "the agents 
did not intend to answer any questions concerning any information gained in the 
performance of their official duties." 13 Manning Clements had been Lee Harvey Oswald's 
case officer before he went to New Orleans. Hosty took over when Oswald returned, but 
Clements helped interrogate Oswald the night of the assassination. 

Soon, Sanders took a high position as Assistant Attorney General of the United 
States under Robert Kennedy (shortly, Nicholas DeB. Katzenbach became Acting Attorney 
General, 1964, and AG, 1965-6. From New Jersey, he was an assistant AG under JFK and 
RFK), in the Civil Division of the Department of Justice in Washington. And, soon, he 
played a r61e in the odyssey of the autopsy photographs. Eventually he became a U.S. 
Federal District Judge and later Chief Judge in Dallas, and today remains active in 
Democratic Party politics there. 

Former Attorney General Nicholas DeB. Katzenbach wrote a letter to the FBI July 
8, 1965 concerning the "Public disclosure of Warren Commission records." Attached to it was 
a list of guidelines approved by Mr. McGeorge Bundy, former assistant to the President, 
which contained the guidelines for withholding information from the public. A letter from 
J. Edgar Hoover to Barefoot Sanders stated that, "According to the guidelines, the type of 
data to be held back from the public were as follows: Statutory requirements which prohibit 



public disclosure; respect of security classification of the data being reported; data 
detrimental to the administration and enforcement of laws and regulations of the U.S.; 
information which would reveal identity of confidential sources; information consisting of 
■rumor, gossip, and the like, the disclosure of which would harm or embarrass innocent 
persons." 14 , . * . 

Ramsey Clark, also from Dallas, replaced Robert Kennedy's figure-head position at 
the head of DOJ, and, he too played a rflle in the disposition and history of the autopsy 
photographs. Clark constituted what became known as the Clark Panel to examine the 
autopsy materials and report on what they showed with regard to the wounds. The results, 
as we all know, were startling in that the findings contradicted some key points on the 
locations of the wounds in the autopsy report and statements of the autopsy doctors and 
other witnesses, especially later on when they were interviewed by the HSCA. I have 
repeatedly made this an issue in each of my books. • , - - 

According to Carl Eardley, an assistant U.S. Attorney general, "Ramsey Clark 
appointed a 'strike force' to do a paper investigation of the Kennedy assassination following 
the publication of Mark Lane's book, 'Rush to Judgement' in 1966 or 1967.... This report was 
written for the Attorney General himself and concluded that Mark Lane is a phoney. For 
example, they concluded that Mr. Lane ignored contradictory facts in his book that may have 
pointed away from his central hypothesis, namely that there was a conspiracy in the 
assassination." The same memorandum then tells us that "Sometime after this Ramsey Clark 
asked Mr. Eardley to do a project concerning the medical evidence in the assassination. 
Specifically, Ramsey Clark wanted an independent review of the JFK autopsy materials by ,L 
medical experts." Eardley was present during that review at the N.A. in 1968. 15 j fVy' W — - w 
The Clark Panel was constituted, it is thought, because of a letter writteVi by Dr. 
Boswell to officials asking for the opportunity to reexamine the materials. But I think this 
was just a convenient pretext, and it is obvious that there were other reasons for an official 
release of information on the false materials which far more solidly backed up the fiction 
of the Warren Report. The Jim Garrison case soon heated up and it was necessary to 
counteract that, but at the same time, there were powerful reasons to fear the Kennedy 
family itself, and the chief witness to the President's wounds: Jackie Kennedy. 

Wesley Liebeler, former counsel of the Warren Commission, wrote an important 
letter to J. Lee Rankin, the former chief counsel, on November 16, 1966, with copies to W. 
David Slawson and Ramsey Clark, Acting Attorney General, raising significant questions 
about the autopsy photographs-issues which were also addressed by Arlen Specter. Liebeler's 
13 page memorandum, "Autopsy Photographs and X-rays of President Kennedy" is dated 
November 8, 1966. "It does not appear from the Commission's Record that these pictures 
and X-rays were ever examined by any member of the President's Commission or by any of 
its counsel. There is strong feeling that the Commission should have examined them in 
connection with its investigation. This is particularly true because of the importance of the 
autopsy findings in determining the number and direction of shots which struck the 
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President. 

"The availability of these photographs and X-rays provides an opportunity to verify 
the autopsy findings and the conclusions which the Commission reached on the basis of 
-those findings." - ; 

Liebeler discussed this with Slawson on the phone, November 21, 1966. The letter 
that Slawson then wrote to Clark does not have a date, but appears to be 21 November, 
1966. 16 Harrison Salisbury of the New York Times had talked with Liebeler the week before: 
"Salisbury told him that the Times was planning a series of articles on the criticisms of the 
Warren Report, that he, Salisbury, was to be in charge of the series, that he believed the 
criticisms were serious enough to warrant a re-opening of the investigation and that he 
thought there should be such a re-opening....Salisbury also said that the Times had asked 
Burke Marshall to cooperate with it or others in having some nongovernment pathologists 
examine the autopsy X-rays and photographs but that Marshall refused. 

"Liebeler feels strongly that public opinion will soon force the Department of Justice 
and Burke Marshall to permit some kind of unofficial access to the photographs and X-rays 
and that it is better that such permission be granted as soon as possible. The dangers in 
waiting are: 

(1) It will then look like we consented only under pressure, especially if by then the 
New York Times has joined the chorus. 

(2) There is still a reasonable chance of spiking this thing by a re-investigation limited 
to aspects of the autopsy, but if public opinion continues to develop as it has over the past 
few months we may soon be faced with a politically unstoppable demand for a free-wheeling 
re-investigation of all aspects. 

(3) The lunatic fringe already allege, or broadly hint, the involvement of the highest 
echelons of the Government in the assassination, and the Government's participation in the 
'hiding' of the photographs and X-rays dangerously lends creditability to their hints and 
allegations....." There is more in this letter that deals with Richard Billings' meetings with 
Liebeler, with the fact that they had got an agreement from Edward J. Epstein to support 
the WR report if the questions about the autopsy photos could be answered ("Epstein will 
publicly state his satisfaction with the Report~in effect, he will publicly repudiate the doubts 
and suspicions he himself cast in his book. And he will join with Liebeler and others in 
defending the Report against Lane, who Epstein now is convinced is unscrupulous and 
dangerous."). They were also afraid of Barbara Garson's play MacBird, which indicated that 
the Johnsons killed JFK. - 

As for the lunatic fringe, that would have included Jacqueline Kennedy who entirely 
disbelieved the Warren Report on the basis of what she saw happening in Dealey Plaza. This 
letter ends with "Liebeler, Bert Griffin and Arlen Specter, the three Assistant Counsel who 
have been most concerned with answering public criticisms of the Report, would be glad to 
talk any of this over with you if you want them to." How come the staff counsel and not the 
Warren Commissioners themselves defended the Report? All this was a couple of years 
later, after the Warren Commission closed up shop, as well. 
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This letter shows the groundwork being laid with Clark, to whom Slawson's letter was 
addressed, for what became the Clark Panel. 

- Clark's (Ramsey Clark was the son of famous Supreme Court Justice and Civil Rights - 
supporter Tom Clark, a former leading AG of the U.S., who retired from the Court in 1967 
when Ramsey became AG,) subsequent wallowing in ultra liberal and leftist causes bespoke 
a deep seated guilt, in my view (in spite of the fact that he was only following in his father's 
footsteps), and certainly a parting of the ways with the right wing extremists with whom he 
was only too familiar on the Dallas scene. v> 

Not long after Clark's ascension to AG, the Clark Panel met in Washington in 
February 26-7, 1968 to review the autopsy materials, after the materials were transferred 
from the Kennedy family's control to the National Archives on October 29, 1966, and an 
inventory was made by the autopsy doctors and the photographer who each signed every 
photograph on November 1, 1966. It was this key moment in our history when the seeds of 
the later conflict over the authenticity of those materials were sewn. The obvious 
machinations should have alerted anyone observing them to the fact that something was 
seriously wrong. Else, why go to so much trouble to authenticate and examine this material 
at that time? The doctors were back for another look on the 20 of January, 1967 when Dr. 
Finck arrived from Vietnam, and met with Barefoot Sanders. The doctors then went with 
Carl Eardley to the National Archives to examine the photographs. On the 26th of January, 
the doctors signed a statement prepared by the DOJ that the photos and X-rays did not 
modify their conclusions stated in the autopsy report. This was double talk. I think its clear 
that the photos and X-rays meant nothing to them and they recognized that something was 
wrong, so the materials did not change their opinion. But the statement could be read two 
ways, and also supported the government's position of a lone assassin. 

Cliff Sessions at DOJ wrote Carl Eardley on 29 May, 1967 a letter clearly meant to 
shape what Dr. Flumes said in public. "Please ask Dr. Humes to follow, in essence, the 
attached statement. However, we should not insist that he read it. If he chooses, he might 
want to do it in question and answer form. He might display Exhibit #397 to make his point. 

"There is no reason for Dr. Humes to go into great detail. CBS would like answers 
to the following four questions and I am sure Dr. Humes will want to provide the answers. 

(1) How may bullet wounds were there? 

(2) Were they both fired from the rear? 

(3) What is the explanation of Exhibit #397? 

(4) Have the pictures been examined and do they confirm the autopsy report? 

Heaven forbid that Dr. Humes go into "great detail." I must say I love the lines: "How 

many bullet wounds were there? Were they both fired from the rear?" 

We then have the Dallas run Department of Justice spelling out in the statement 
they wrote for Humes what his findings are. We continue to hear the same stuff thirty some 
years later, it seems. ' t '; 



"/ am Dr. James J. Humes, a certified pathologist and Director of Laboratories at the 
Naval Medical Hospital in Bethesda, Maryland. I was in charge of the autopsy performed on the 
body of President Kennedy the night of November 22, 1963. Two other certified pathologists 
assisted me. 

"We found that two bullets struck the President, both from the rear. One entered the back 
of the skull and exited through the right front The other entered the back of the neck and exited 
through the throat. Some public confusion about the location of the neck wound has resulted 
from a drawing prepared for the Warren Commission. This free-hand drawing shows the wound 
to be lower than it was. However, the location of the wound was accurately described in a 
notation on the margin of the drawing as '14 centimetres below the tip of the right mastoid 
process, and 14 centimetres from the right acromion.' There were no other bullet wounds. 

"A large number of photographs and X-rays taken (sic) during the autopsy. These pictures 
are now in possession of the National Archives and Records Service. I have thoroughly examined 
them. 1 can report that they support, in every detail, our autopsy findings which were reported 
to the Warren Commission.” 

This statement never would have been written if any of it was true, and the doctors 
did not need to be programmed in what to say. If they were speaking the truth, they would 
know what to say. 

One must ask who the hell Cliff Sessions was, where was he from, and what were his 
politics? In the history of official lying, I suppose someone from Newfoundland or Alaska 
could do just as well getting the right answer from a witness in the interests of national 
security. 

Interesting that an HSCA interview conducted by Andy Purdy and Jim Kelly with 
Harry Van Cleve, a lawyer with supervisory capacity over the N.A., stated that he "'....felt the 
inconsistencies were best explained by the U.S. Secret Service. I tried to get Rowley but he 
refused to answer my telephone calls or to talk to me.'" "Regarding the meeting in February, 
1969, regarding the present location of the autopsy materials, Mr. Van Cleve said it was 
'utterly unproductive.' He said he was surprised by Rowley's 'flat refusal to discuss anything 
to do with it.' He said he '....got the impression there were shenanigans going on and no one 
wanted to talk about it.'" 17 Again, this points the finger at the SS for possible involvement 
in the switching of evidence. 

It would be very easy to say that once the die was cast-the faked materials planted 
in the National Archives-that Clark, Sanders et al were innocent unwitting parties simply 
going through bureaucratic motions suggested by others. Were Sanders and Clark active in 
the cover-up regarding the forgery of the autopsy photographs, or were they merely used or 
acting under orders they dared not countermand? Were they guilty parties, at least after the 
fact? 

At all times one must keep in mind the immense power of the Presidency at that 
time, and coupled with the immense power of J. Edgar Hoover's FBI, this combination for 
control of the United States and its destiny, backed by the enormous wealth of the Dallas 
billionaires who supported their friends Johnson and Hoover, mere men representative of 
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the more liberal elements in Dallas, such as Gark and Sanders, would be unable to resist 
or even to resign when asked to do something that might be questionable. In the case of 
putting forward as legitimate for the first time the autopsy materials, as the Gark Panel did, 
it would have been very easy to manipulate these men, along with their assistant who played 
a large r61e as well, Carl Eardley. They may never have suspected a thing, being used as 
stooges without knowing it. 
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DOCUMENTS LEADING UP TO THE CLARK PANEL REPORT 

As we know, the phoney autopsy photographs were flashed at Specter and Earl 
Warren (perhaps no others saw them) soon after agitation (staged or otherwise) by Specter 
to see it. Specter told U.S. News & World Report that, "The complete set of pictures taken 
at the autopsy was not made available to me or to the Commission. I was shown one picture 
of the back of a body which was represented to be the back of the President, although it was 
not technically authenticated. It showed a hole in the position identified in the autopsy 
report. To the best of my knowledge, the Commission did not see any photographs or X- 
rays. 

"Why were all the pictures not shown?" 

"Because the Commission decided that it would not press for these photographs, as 
a matter of deference to the memory of the late President and because the Commission 
concluded that the photographs and X-rays were not indispensable. 

"The photographs and X-rays would, in the thinking of the Commission, not have 
been crucial, because they would have served only to corroborate what the autopsy surgeons 
had testified to under oath, as opposed to adding any new facts for the Commission." 18 
Obviously, Specter and the others did not foresee that the material had been changed and 
did not corroborate the autopsy material, in fact contradicting it, in order to bolster the lone 
assassin theory. There had been fatal flaws in the autopsy report with the placement of the 
rear wounds. In case anyone figured it out, the pictures had to be changed. 

Specter, (much as I dislike him) to his credit, was trying (or at least leaving a paper 
trail tending to exonerate him). Specter wrote a series of revealing letters during the life of 
the Warren Commission which dealt with the questions at least in his own mind about the 
autopsy photos. He wrote Rankin on 30 April, 1964: "In my opinion, it is indispensable that 
we obtain the photographs and X-rays of President Kennedy's autopsy for the following 
reasons: 

"1. The Commission should determine with certainty whether the shots came from 
the rear n r 

"2. The Commission should determine with certainty whether the shots came from 
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"3. The Commission should determine with certainty that there are no major 
variations between the films and the artist's drawings .... 

Apparently, from this letter, Robert Kennedy exercised some control over who saw - 
them then, and Specter suggested reassuring RFK. 19 Specter interviewed the autopsy 
doctors, Humes and Boswell, on March 11, 1964, for two hours, along with Admiral C.B. 
Holloway, prior to the above letter to Rankin. He wrote Rankin about this the next day. 
Specter mentions the bullet hole described by them as on the "back,” not the neck. 

An interesting comment in this letter by Specter contradicts the autopsy report and 
tends to indicate that what we now have was written much later than its date: "They noted, 
at the time of the autopsy, some bruising of the internal parts of the President's body in that 
area but tended to attribute that to the tracheotomy at that time." 

Specter had a hand's on approach at the time, for those who think that the WC 
trusted the FBI to do all of the investigating. He personally not only talked to the autopsy 
doctors outside of an official hearing in camera, but interviewed the FBI agents present at 
the autopsy. On March 12, 1964, he wrote Rankin about this, saying that he had talked to 
Francis X. O'Neill and James W. Sibert that day. They "advised that the autopsy surgeons 
made substantial efforts to determine if there was a missile in President Kennedy's back to 
explain what happened to the bullet which apparently entered the back of his body. They 
stated that the opinion was expressed by both Commander Humes and Lt. Col. Finck that 
the bullet might have been forced out of the back of the President's body upon application 
of external heart massage." They thought this after they all learned that a bullet had been 
found on a stretcher in Dallas, without knowing what stretcher. 

"SA O'Neill stated that he is certain that he had a verbatim note on Kellierman's 
statement that the President said 'Get me to a hospital' and also that Mrs. Kennedy said 'Oh, 
no.'" 

On April 16, 1964, Specter wrote Rankin about the work that remained in his area. 
He recommended that the Johnsons, the Connallys, Mrs. Kennedy and Senator Yarborough 
testify before the Commission, and that David Powers and Cliff Carter not be called, as they 
had been interviewed and statements prepared for them to sign. In the case of Carter, 
special assistant to LBJ, he may have been a prime suspect for complicity in the conspiracy. 

Specter also outlined in this letter further work in the medical area, including a 
viewing of the autopsy photos and X-rays "to make certain of the accuracy of the artist's 
drawings of President Kennedy's wounds.” He further advised that Drs. Seldin, Crenshaw, 
and Sanders give depositions: "These individuals were on the periphery of the events, but 
it may be worthwhile to hear from them for purposes of completeness." 

On May 12, Specter wrote Rankin on "Examination of Autopsy photographs and X- 
rays of President Kennedy... When the autopsy photographs and X-rays are examined, we 
should be certain to determine the following: The photographs and X-rays confirm the 
precise location of the entrance wound in the back of the head depicted in Commission 
Exhibits 386 and 388... confirm the precise location of the wound of entrance on the upper 
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back of the President as depicted in Commission Exhibits 385 and 386... the precise area of 
the President's skull which was disrupted by the bullet when it exited as depicted in CE 388... 
The characteristics of the wounds on the President's back and on the back of his head should 
be examined closely in the photographs and X-rays to determine for certain whether they . 
are characteristic of entrance wounds under the criteria advanced by Doctors rinck, Humes, 
Boswell, Gregory, Shaw, Perry and Carrico..." Specter also suggested checking this material 
against the frames of the Z film which showed the head shot to see . if the angle of 
declination is accurately depicted in CE 388. He then wanted to re-examine Humes after 
they saw the pictures to "put on the record any changes in his testimony or theories required 
by a review of the X-rays and films, and corroboration of the portions or all of his prior 
testimony which may be confirmed by viewing the photographs and X-rays. 

On November 22, 1966, Carl W. Belcher, Chief of the General Crimes Section 
Criminal Division of the DOJ wrote a memorandum concerning the "Discussion with Naval 
Medical Staff participating in the Autopsy upon the body of the Late President John F . 
Kennedy. " 20 This memo notes that documents were being kept at the office of the 
commandant of the National Naval Medical Center at Bethesda, and we hope that what is 
mentioned there and anything else they had has been transferred to the N.A. But the main 
thrust of the memo deals with the examination of the autopsy material by the doctors and 
photographer (Stringer) on 1 November, 1966 and the statement that they were given to 
sign, as well as the problem of trying to make the material jibe with what was thought by the 
doctors to exist on the night of 22 November, 1963. Dr. Humes consulted notes he had 
compiled as to the numbers of photographs made during the autopsy, using documents that 
were kept in the Commandant's office to make his notes, which he had with him during their 
review in 1966. The punch line is found in the following comment: "Regardless of the 
explanations that are possible for the twenty-one total reached by the Secret Service, Captain 
Humes believed that all of the photographic items taken by his staff during the autopsy were 
present and inspected at the National Archives on November 1, 1966. 

Yeah, well how come Humes and the other doctors have looked high and low for the 
interior chest and skull photographs? They certainly made it known very often that they 
went to a lot of trouble to make those photographs, so where are they? 

And who the hell is Carl W. Belcher? 

Toward the end of that year, 25 November, 1966, Ramsey Clark was getting a bit 
worried. He wrote a memo to Barefoot Sanders and Messrs. Fred Vinson and Mitchell 
Rogovin: "We would carefully examine al the criticisms, hypotheses and suggestions 
contained in the existing body of literature concerning the President's assassination and the 
work of the Warren Commission. The purpose is to inventory the contentions so we can 
evaluate their dimensions and validity. I would like the task described, above «.o e 
undertaken by a small group of lawyers within the Department on an unpublicized basis.... 
Why? What was going on then? 

Shortly after, on December 19, Carl Eardley wrote a three page note to Sanders- 
suggesting a number of steps "which a further investigation of the assassination might 
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